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DETAILED ACTION 

Acknowledgements 

1 . This is in response to amendment/remarks filed on February 9th, 2009. Applicant's 
request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last Office action is persuasive 
and, therefore, the finality of that action is withdrawn. Claims 1,5-10, 17, 22, 42, 50-52, and 55- 
59 are pending. 

Double Patenting 

2. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent 
possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not identical, but at least 
one examined application claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because 
the examined application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the 
reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); 
In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 
225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 
1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 
F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

3 . A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321 (c) or 1 .32 1 (d) may be 
used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting 
ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned 
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with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities undertaken within 
the scope of a joint research agreement. 

4. Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 

5. Claims 1, 5-10, 17, 22, 42, 50-52, and 55-59 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
double patenting over claims 1-71 of U. S. Patent No. 7,490,065, since the claims, if allowed, 
would improperly extend the "right to exclude" already granted in the patent. 

6. The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the patent and is 
covered by the patent since the patent and the application are claiming common subject 
matter, as follows: Claim 1 of U.S. 7,490,065 refers to: 1. A cryptographic system for 
securing data on a computer network comprising: a plurality of users coupled to the computer 
network; and a plurality of cryptographic devices, each of the plurality of cryptographic 
devices remote from the plurality of users, and each of the plurality of cryptographic devices 
comprising: a processor programmed to authenticate the plurality of remote users on the 
computer network for secure processing of a value bearing item (VBI); a memory for storing 
security device transaction data for ensuring authenticity of a user, wherein the security 
device transaction data is related to the one of the plurality of users; a cryptographic engine 
for cryptographically protecting data; an interface for communicating with the computer 
network, and a module for processing value for the value bearing item, wherein each of the 
plurality of cryptographic devices is capable of authenticating any of the plurality of remote 
users, wherein each of the plurality of cryptographic devices is capable of processing a VBI 
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printing request from any of the plurality of remote users, and wherein each of the plurality 
of cryptographic devices is capable of generating indicia data for transmitting to any of the 
plurality of remote users. This is similar to claim 1 of the current invention. 

7. Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant was prevented from presenting 
claims corresponding to those of the instant application during prosecution of the application 
which matured into a patent. See In re Schneller, 397 F.2d 350, 158 USPQ 210 (CCPA 
1968). See also MPEP § 804. 

8. Otherwise, Claims 1, 5-10, 17, 22, 42, 50-52, and 55-59 are allowable. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to EVENS J. AUGUSTIN whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6860. The examiner can normally be reached on 10am - 6pm M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Fischer can be reached on (571)272-6779. 

/Evens J. Augustin/ 
Evens J. Augustin 
March 16, 2009 
Art Unit 3621 



